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- The MAILING DATE of this communicaHon appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of iime may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 09 May 2006 . 
28)13 This action is FINAL. 2b)\3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11. 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-12 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-12 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 09 May 2006 is/are: a)M accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 
■ Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawlng(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)IEI All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .13 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1) Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Intemew Summary (PTO-413) 

2) n Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) S Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date 5/09/06 . 6) □ Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is the answer to the amendment and IDS received on 5/09/06. 

2. Claims 1-12 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office Action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Herz et 

al. (US Pat. 6,571,279), in view of Esposito (US Pat. 6,101,496). 

A. As per claim 1 : Herz et al. suggest a method for supplying information system with specific 
location information, comprising: 

a) detection of positional data for a person-specific or object-specific location by a sensor (see 
Herz et al, Fig.3 ref 302); 

b) transformation positional data into a different form, which is associated with a reference 
system, within which said positional data can be spatially attributed/used, as well as being associated 
with a hierarchical structure (the examiner's position on this claimed feature is: merely 
edit/change/matching a location data firom a different data, not necessary to "transform" that data as 
claimed, see Esposito, col. 2 lines 22-34; see also Herz et al, FIG. 3 shows about using Location 
Identifier LID- ref 303, then mapping LID to USER IDENTIFIER UID - ref 304, then UIDs are 
used to look up user profile data associated with UID - ref 305). 

Herz et al. do not expressly disclose below Hmitation c); however Esposito suggests: 
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c) combination of said location representing forms in a location set or in form of positional 
vectors (see Esposito, col. 7 line 39 to col. 8 line 24); in which said positional data of two locations 
are linked in a prescribed order (i.e., a vector with its direction), and/or 

d) formation of location relations and/or positional vector relations between the locations, 
persons or objects within so-called positioned location sets (please note that this limitation starts with 
"and/or" therefore, this is just an option; see Herz et al., col. 10 lines 46-51, or see Esposito, claims 1, 
and 21); and 

e) determining/comparing a matching of locations using a database/records (see Herz et al., 
col. 18 lines 1-6) or (see Esposito, col. 6 lines 22-26, and claim 28). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine Herz et al. and Esposito for disclosing that a combination of said location can 
be represented with positional vectors (of a different form) for the advantage of supplying precisely 
specific location coordinates and its heading directions to a user instead of providing previously un- 
geocodable records through interpolation fi:om the surrounding points/locations. 

B. As per claims 2- 3, the examiner respectfully submits Herz and Esposito suggest that claimed 
step of a transformation was made with detected data (with a camera, or a GPS) - see the same 
rationale for an obvious rejection as in above claim 1, sections a) and b). 

C. As per claim 4, the examiner respectfully submits Esposito also suggest that claimed step of 
putting/transforming positional data into coordinate values within a reference system (see Esposito, 
coll lines 8-17). 
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D. As per claim 5, the examiner respectfully submits Herz and Esposito suggest that claimed 
step of detected information, and locations are stored in databases for reference (e.g., see Herz et al, 
Fig.3 ref. 304). 

E. As per claim 6, the examiner respectfully submits that Herz et al also suggest that 
locations/data are in a tree structure (see Herz et al., col21 lines 7-21). 

F. As per claim 7, the examiner respectfully submits Herz et al. also suggest that claimed step of 
detected data are combined for use (in any sort order - e.g., a combination of latitude/longitude 
coordinates with a distance from that location to another point/position) - see the same rationale for 
an obvious rejection as in above claim 1, sections c). 

G. As per claim 8, the examiner respectfully submits Esposito also suggest that a positional 
vector has two nodes - this is a fundamental definition for a vector - must have a direction, a starting 
point and an end point of that vector at which a sensor-detected location is provided in a fixed order, 
and a connection is provided between two said nodes (that is a vector - see Esposito, col. 7 lines 39- 
51). 

H. As per claims 9- 1 0, the examiner respectfully submits an interpretation for these claims are 
that it is fundamental for Unking a determining a location using a good detecting means (how precise 
is a measuring means), and how far its distances (calculating for a special relative position) to a 
reference system. 

I. As per claims 1 1-12, the examiner respectfully submits Herz et al. or Esposito also suggest 
that claimed step of storing positional data, and matching/comparing those data (see Herz et al., 
col. 18 lines 1-6; or see Esposito claim 28). 
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Response 

4. The examiner withdraws the objection to the Drawing, and rejections on 35 USC 1 12, second 
paragraph for claims 1, 6, and 9. 

5. The examiner is unclear of the argument "The Herz patent however, fails to disclose or 
suggest a transforming step as recited in claim 2 For at least this reason, the Herz patent cannot 
make symbiotic use of different location information systems that create the prerequisite of ensuring 
a location dependent provision of information that is not limited to the user*s proximity to certain 
fixed points^ (see Page 10, 3^"* para.). The examiner respectfully submits that independent claim 1 
should be argued first because if it is NOT persuasive, there is no sense to argue on a dependent 
claim, and the applicant should argue what claim, not arguing what show(s) in the specification. 

6. The step that "not expressly" disclose by cited reference(s) is a feature of: transforming 
positional data into a different fomi : this claimed feature is akeady suggested by prior art. The 
examiner's position on this claimed feature is: merely edit/change/matching a data from a different 
location data, not necessary to expressly citing "transform" that data, see Esposito, col. 2 lines 22-34; 
Figs, la and lb show of "cross-reference" or "matching" a location data, this is given an equivalent 
data or "transforming" known data. Herz's FIG. 3 shows about using Location Identifier LID- ref 
303, then mapping LID to USER IDENTIFIER UID - ref 304, then UIDs are used to look up user 
profile data associated with UID - ref. 305). 

Conclusion 

7. Claims 1-12 are not patentable because amended terms have the same meanings as what 
have used to claim before; accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 
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706.07(a). Applicants are reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 
1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action, hi the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this fmal action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action, hi no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final 
action, 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CUONG H. NGUYEN whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6759. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 am - 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, THOMAS G. BLACK can be reached on 571-272-6956. The Rightfax number for 
the organization where this application is assigned is 571-273-6759. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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